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Chapter EngHsh, and in consequence the legislature authorised
___'   the establishment of a Commission to supersede the
trustees. Great bitterness developed; Quebec voted
funds to aid the dissentients; Sir W. Laurier mustered
the Liberal forces to denounce the action taken. But
;the Privy Council decided1 that the Commission was
' illegal, as the Roman Catholics were entitled to control,
"but that they must comply with the law, for French
had no legal claim to be made a subject of instruction
or use as a medium unless in so far as legislation pro-
vided. In a later case2 it ruled that the sums expended
by the Commission when in office could legally be made
a charge on the funds provided for education of Roman
Catholics. Since then the strife has moderated through
the relaxation by Ontario of her efforts to compel the
effective knowledge of English, on the one hand, and
the recognition by many Roman Catholics that, in the
interests of the French children themselves, knowledge
of English is worth acquiring. But an effort has been
made to demand for Roman Catholics control of second-
ary education and funds for that purpose. The Privy
Council has ruled3 that no such legal right exists as it
did not exist in 1867, but it has suggested that an
appeal to the Governor-General in Council would lie.
Fortunately no action by that authority is likely in
view of the sad precedent of Manitoba. On the other
hand, it has transpired4 that in Quebec the legislature
in 1903 classified Jews as Protestants, so that in 1924
the Jewish community was naturally demanding repre-
1  Ottawa, Separate Schools Trustees v. Ottawa Corpn., [1917] A.C. 76.
2  Ottawa Raman Catholic Separate Schools Trustees v. Quebec Bank,
[1920] A.C. 230.   See also Trustees v. MackeU, [1917] A.C. 62.
3  Roman Catholic Separate Schools Trustees v. R.9 [1928] A.C. 363.
4  Hirsch v. Montreal Protestant School Commrs., [1928] A.C. 200.